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Of the 875 households surveyed in South & South-eastern region, 294 (33.6%) were local community

households, 426 (48.7%) were returnee households and 155 (17.7%) were IDP households. The households

encompass a combined total of 8,974 individuals with a gender ratio of 1.1 male for each female. 

The average household size was revealed by the survey to be 11.1 of the local community, 9.2 persons

among returnees and 11.6 persons among IDPs. Children (0-17 years) account for over half the average

household size across all three groups with a gender ratio of 1.0 boys for each girl. 

The elderly (aged 60+) were found to constitute 3%-5% of the population across all three household types.

Approximately 2% of the population reported to be widowed, with five times as many widows as widowers. 

IDP

Number of IndividualsNumber of Households

1.2 Household size and composition

NB: Figures and values in the profile only represent the population surveyed in household survey,

not the total Afghanistan population, unless stated otherwise.
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1. DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIAL PROFILE
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1.6 Marital status of females by HH type (percentage)
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2.3 Countries of asylum from which HHs have returned
2.2 Percentage of HHs that settled in last 2 years and intend to 

remain

Among the households surveyed, the year 1387 (2008/09) witnessed the largest number of returnee arrivals in

south and south-eastern regions with 82 returnee households choosing to settle in two different HRAs. Also,

the year 1391 (2012/13) witnessed the largest number of IDP arrivals with 31 IDP households choosing to

settle in different HRAs. After 1387 (2008/09), on average, approximately 30 returnee households per year

have chosen to settle in the area. Prior to 1391 (2012/13), an average 13 IDP households per year have

chosen to settle in south and south-eastern region.  

Of returnee and IDP households that have settled in Afghanistan in the last two years, 94.9% of returnee and

all of IDP households stated that they did so voluntarily. Of these, 82.1% of returnee and 92.5% of IDP

households stated that they intend to remain in the area. 

All returnee households had sought asylum in either Pakistan (96.7%) or Iran (2.8%) with 91.5% stating that

they did so due to safety reasons due to conflict. Over four-fifths also cited economic reasons and over two-

thirds cited harassment/discrimination reasons. A further, one-fifth of returnee households stated that they

sought asylum due to family reasons. 

Among IDP households, over four-fifths cited economic reasons and two-thirds stated safety reasons due to

conflict as the main reasons for having fled their districts of origin. Three-fifths also cited access to services as

having influenced their decision to move. A further, one-third stated that they have fled their districts of origin

because of family reasons.

Three-quarters of households stated that economic reasons were the main reason of returning back to

Afghanistan. Further, two-thirds stated legal difficulty reasons as having influenced their decision to return.

Two-fifths said Afghanistan is their place of origin so they returned. One-third also stated that they have

returned back to Afghanistan because of safety reasons.   

2. MIGRATION PROFILE

2.1 Year households settled in current location
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2.6 Main reasons for high rates of return to Afghanistan in 1384 (2005/06)

2.5 Reasons for returning to Afghanistan

2.4 Reasons for leaving Afghanistan or district of origin
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3.3 Construction material of roof by HH type 3.4 Kitchen/cooking facilities by HH type 

3.6.1 Number of rooms occupied by HH: LC

3. HOUSING STATUS PROFILE

Summary

3.5 Type of separate room for kitchen by HH type

Survey findings reveal that three-fifths of both local community and returnee households and two-fifths of IDP

households live in single family houses. A vast majority of the remaining households live part of a shared

house and shared apartment. A further 0.7% of local community households, 6.6% of returnee households

and 1.9% of IDP households live in tent. A vast majority across the three household types were mud-brick or

mud constructions. Similarly, most of the roofs were reported to be wood constructions.

Among local community households 27.2% are living in three-room dwellings, 22.1% live in four-room

dwellings. A further 17.3% of local community households live in two-room dwellings. Among both returnee

(27.0%) and IDP households (22.7%), two-room dwellings are the most common type of dwellings. Also 24.2%

of returnee households and 20.1% of IDP households live in three-room dwellings. A high percentage of

families of IDP households are reported to be living in four-room dwellings (21.4%) and five-room dwellings

(14.9%).

With the regard to cooking facilities, a vast majority among local community households (58.2%), returnee

households (50.2%) and IDP households (43.2%) have a separate room for kitchen in their dwellings. With

15.3% of local community households and 36.4% of returnee households doing cooking in the open area,

makes it second most common in these two household types while for IDP households (22.6%) kitchen as part

of the room in the dwelling is the second most common.

3.1 Type of dwelling occupied by HH type 3.2 Construction material of exterior walls by HH type 
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3.6.3 Number of rooms occupied by HH: IDP3.6.2 Number of rooms occupied by HH: RET
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4. WATER, ELECTRICITY, FUEL AND SANITATION

Summary

Water: Hand pump is the main source of water for 61.6% of local community households, 55.4% of returnee

households and 58.7% of IDP households and it is located on average 3 minutes away from local community,

9 minutes from returnee households and 10 minutes away from IDP households. Proportionally more returnee

households (18.5%) have access to open body of water compared to local community households (10.2%)

and IDP households (3.9%). This source is 18 minutes away from returnee households and 14 minutes away

from IDP households. On the other hand, more IDP households (24.5%) have access to bored wells than

9.2% of local community households and 8.2% of returnee households. Also 13.6% of local community and

12.4% of returnee households have access to open well water source which is much more than IDP

households (1.9%).

Electricity: Of the 875 households surveyed, a total of 741 (84.7%) reported to have had access to an

electricity supply in the 30 days prior to being surveyed. Solar power was the most important source of

electricity among 54.0% of local community households and 92.1% of IDP households but among returnee

households (55.1%) electric grid was the most common electricity source. Electric grid also provides electricity

for 44.1% of local community and 4.7% of IDP households. Proportionally, more returnee households (5.4%)

have access to battery than IDP households (0.8%) and local community households (1.1%). Less than 1% of

all three household types use government generator for electricity.

Fuel: During the winter months, firewood is the main source of heating among 52.7% of local community

households and 85.8% of IDP households but Bushes, twigs/branches and straw is the main source among

returnee households (43.4%). Bushes, twigs/branches and straw also heat the homes of 35.0% of local

community households and 8.4% of returnee. Proportionally, less IDP households (3.2%) use animal dung for

heating than local community households (6.5%) and returnee (7.5%). A further, 3.7% of local community,

4.7% of returnee and 1.3% of IDP households didnôt have any heating at home.

The main source of cooking fuel in past 30 days for local community (46.3%), returnee (37.6%) and IDP

households (67.7%) is firewood. Bushes, twigs/branches and straws is the second most common source of

cooking among local community households (31.0%), returnee households (30.3%) and IDP households

(15.5%). Proportionally more returnee households (27.0%) use gas for cooking than 13.9% of local community

households and 12.3% of IDP households. Moreover, less than 8% of all three household types use animal

dung for cooking.

Sanitation: 82.3% of local community, 70.1% of returnee households and 77.4% of IDP households have

access to a traditional covered latrine. Proportionally more returnee households (22.1%) use open pit latrines

more than local community (11.6%) and IDP households (14.2%). Small percentages of families are using

open field, bush or sahrahi and flush latrine also.

Surveyors took note of whether any garbage or pools of stagnant water were observed in close proximity to

the households they interviewed. 32.7% of local community households, 33.9% of returnee households and

29.7% of IDP households didnôthave any garbage near their dwellings. A further, 62.2% of local community

households, 59.5% of returnee households and 67.1% of IDP households had little garbage near their

dwellings. Approximately less than 7% of all three households had a lot of garbage near to their dwellings.

Also, 63.6% of local community, 74.1% of returnee and 76.1% of IDP households didnôthave any stagnant

water near their dwellings. In addition, 34.7% of local community households, 24.5% of returnee households

and 23.2% of IDP households had little stagnant water near their dwellings. Approximately less than 2% of all

three household types had a lot of stagnant water near their dwellings.
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4.1 Main sources of drinking water 4.2 Average walking time (mins) to water source 

4.3 Percentage of HHs with access to electricity in last 30 days

4.4 Main source of electricity accessed in last 30 days

4.5 Main source of winter heating by HH type 
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